FIVE CENTS 


Florence Bayard Hilles 


Chairman of the National Council of the National Woman's Party, who was 

the principal speaker at a meeting of the Pennsylvania Branch of the Woman's 

Party, held in Philadelphia on June 2. Mrs. Hilles urged the Pennsylvania 

members to exert their utmost efforts to secure the immediate passage by 
Congress of the Equal Nationality Bill (H. R. 3673), 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT | 
“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
-throughout the United States and every 

place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power te enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 1 
House Joint Resolution Number 1 
Introduced in the Senate March 10, 19383, 
by SpNATOR JOHN G. TOWNSEND, Delaware. 
Introduced in the Honse March 9, 1933, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Louis LupLow, Indiana. 


Here Is Your Opportunity 


DATE which every member of the National Woman’s Party should 
promptly inscribe on her calendar is November 4-5, 1933, for on these 
two days, a Saturday and a Sxnday, the Biennial Convention of the 
National Woman’s Party will be jseld in Wilmington, Delaware. The Du 
Pont-Biltmore Hotel will be headquarters for the convention, and all members 
of the Woman’s Party and their friends will be welcome at any and all of the 
sessions. Florence Bayard Hilles, Chairman of the National Council of the 
National Woman’s Party, whose home is near Wilmington, is already at 
work arranging the programs for the various sessions. 

It is anticipated that this convention will be the most dynamic convocation 
in behalf of Equal Rights that the world has ever seen. We suggest that the 
State branches begin now laying their plans for pilgrimages of different kinds 
to the convention in order to focus the attention of the country upon this 
epoch-making occasion. How long would it take a group of young women to 
walk from California or Montana to the convention, distributing literature 
and getting signers for the petition on the way? Who will fly to the conven- 


tion? Will anyone make the trip by oxcart or in a covered wagon to call to 


the attention of the public how out of date our Federal Constitution is in 
its exclusion of women? Decorated motor cars there should be from North 
and South and from the far West scattering the news that women have at 
last awakened to the necessity for the immediate adoption of the Equal Rights 
Amendment. The prospect is enchanting; let your imagination brood upon it 
for a short space and then write us what your State proposes to do as a curtain — 
raiser for the convention. The problem of Equal Rights is a problem in mass 
education. Here is your opportunity! 


Suggestions fora Summer Program 


ITH the advent of summer the members of women’s clubs generally 
anticipate a vacation from the exacting obligations of the club routine. 
The regular weekly meetings are discontinued, the various committees 


_ temporarily disband, and leaders and followers alike look forward to three 


months of relaxation. This is all very well for women’s clubs generally, but | 
it is wholly out of line with the —— and spirit of the National Woman’s 
Party. 

With the adjournment of a magnificent opportunity 


itself. Senators and Representatives upon their return home should find 


groups of their own constituents eager to instruct them in the importance of 
the Equal Rights Amendment. For thirteen years American women have 


-_ waited for the passage of this Amendment. They should this summer make 


it clear to every member of Congress that they are unwilling to wait longer 
for this measure of justice. Take a poll of the members of Congress from 
your State now, and in September poll them again and see what you have 
accomplished. 

As & summer program we suggest : open- air meetings; garden parties; meet- 
ings at the various summer resorts for the purpose of filling the campaign 
chest; a house to house canvass for signatures to the Equal Rights petition ; 
interviews with the politicians; Equal Rights booths at the county fairs for 
the distribution of literature. Every member of the Woman’s Party who goes 
to Chicago this summer to visit the Century of Progress Exposition should 
take Equal Rights literature with her and distribute it copiously. She should 
take down the names and addresses of women who indicate interest in Equal 
Rights and forward these to the Organization Committee at 19 West Chase 
Street, Baltimore, Maryland. Hundreds of new organizations might quite 
conceivably come into being as a result of this activity. 

The principal business of the Woman’s Party until Congress convenes 
again should be to strengthen the organizations in the various States with the 
ulterior purpose of bringing pressure to bear for the passage of the Equal 
Rights Amendment. Every day, every moment, between now and next January 
is precious. Start today with a journal and put down in it all that you do for 
qual Rights during the summer season. Then in September check up and see 
how many new members of the Woman’s Party you have brought in, how 
many new subscriptions for Equau RicHts you have secured, how many 
Meetings you have arranged, how many new unit organizations you have 
formed, and how many members of Congress from your State have agreed to 
vote for the Equal Rights Amendment. A standardization of your work 
according to these criteria will be most illuminating. 
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June 10, 1933 


N urgent appeal for facilities for a 
A vote on the Equal Nationality bill 


was sent to the Steering Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives on 
June 2 by Maud Younger, Congressional 
Chairman of the Woman’s Party. Miss 
Younger’s letter was as follows: 


“J wish to call your attention to the 
Conference of American Republics at 
Montevideo in December as a reason for 
regarding the passage of H. R. 3673 as an 


emergency matter. If action is not taken 


on H. R. 3673 during the present session, 
the United States delegation to the com- 
ing Conference of American Republics 
will not be able consistently to maintain 
the stand which the United States has 
taken repeatedly in the past for equality 
in nationality. 

“T am enclosing citations of the various 
occasions when the Government has gone 


on record against distinctions based on 


sex as regards nationality. 

“We hope that you will give this matter 
immediate consideration and at the next 
meeting of the Steering Committee urge 
that the bill be brought up at once on the 
floor of the House, 

“Yours very truly, 
(Signed) “Maup 
“Congressional Chairman.” 


Accompanying Miss Younger’s letter 
was the following explanation of why the 
Woman’s Party considers that the passage 


of the Equal Nationality bill is an urgent 


matter which should be acted upon in the 
present extra session of Congress. 


THE PassaGB OF THE 
aLiry (H. R. 3673) Is an 
EMERGENCY MATTER 


“TI, The United States has taken a stand — 


before the world for equality in 
nationality. 

“The United States has four times an- 
nounced to the world her support of equal- 
ity between men and women in nationality 
—once, in 1930, in a vote by the United 
States delegation, acting under instruc- 
tions from the President, at the World 
Conference on the Codification of Inter- 
national Law at The Hague; once, in 1930, 
in a vote by the House of Representatives ; 
once, in 1931, in a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State to the League of Nations, 
and once, in 1932, in a second letter from 
the Secretary of State to the League. 
These instances were as follows: | 


“a, The United States delegation at the 


World Conference on Codification 
of International Law, The Hague, 
voted for equality in nationality. 
(April, 1930.) 

“In March and April, 1930, the 
first World Conference for the Co- 
dification of International Law was 
held at The Hague under the aus- 
pices of the League of Nations. At 
this Conference there was proposed 
a Convention on Nationality which 
discriminated against women. The 


“ea. 


United States delegation, acting 
under instructions from the Presi- 
dent, voted against this discrimi- 
natory convention. One of the 
grounds given by the Acting Secre- 
tary of State for the opposition of 
our Government to the convention 
was: 

““We do not in our laws make 

differences—or make few or rela- 
tively unimportant differences—as 
to rights of men and women in mat- 
ters of nationality. (Statement 
issued by Acting Secretary of 
State, April 15, 1930.) 
The United States House of Repre- 
sentatives endorsed the vote of the 
United States Delegation at The 
Hague in support of equality in 
nationality. (May, 19380.) 

“Following the vote of the United 
States delegation at The Hague, 
the House of Representatives, on 
May 21, 1930, adopted a resolu- 
tion, introduced by Representative 
Hamilton Fish of New York, com- 
mending the vote of the United 
States representatives at The 
Hague against the proposed na- 
tionality convention discriminating 
against women. This resolution 
read : | 

“ “House Joint Resolution 331. 

“ ‘Joint resolution relative to The 
Hague Conference on the Codifica- 
tion of International Law. 

“ ‘Resolved, etc., That the Con- 
gress of the United States of Amer- 


ica expresses its approval of the ac- 
tion of the United States delegation 


at The Hague Conference, 1930, on 
the Codification of International. 


Law in voting against the ‘conven- 
tion on certain questions relating 
to the conflict of nationality laws.’ 

“ ‘Resolved further, That it is 
hereby declared to be the policy of 
the United States of America that 
there should be absolute equality 
for both sexes in nationality, and 
that in the treaties, law and prac- 


tice of the United States relating — 


to nationality there should be no 
distinction based on sex.’ 
The Secretary of State sent a letter 


to the League of Nations in support 
of the policy of equality in nation- 
ality. (June, 1931.) 

The following year the Secretary 
of State in a letter dated June 23, 
1931, replying to a League of Na- 
tions questionnaire, reaffirmed the 
opposition of the United States to 
The Hague Nationality Convention, 
stating: 


“ ‘Tt is regretted that, because of 
the unsatisfactory provisions on 
two important points — expatria- 
tion and the nationality of married 
women—the Government of the 


United States was unable to sign 
the Convention on Nationality.’ 


Woman's Party Urges Action on H.R. 3673 
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“d. The Secretary of State sent a sec- 
ond letter to the League of Nations 
in support of policy of equality in 
nationality. (June, 1932.) 

“Again, on June 27, 1932, the 
Secretary of State sent a similar 
reply on behalf of the United States 

. to another questionnaire from, the 
League of Nations with regard to 

The Hague Nationality Convention. 

“II. The United States nationality law 
still discriminates against women. 

“Although the United States has thus 

repeatedly declared to other nations her 


support of the policy of equality in na- 


tionality, she has not, as yet, carried out 
this policy completely in her own nation- 
ality law. The United States does not 
yet give a woman the same right as a 
man to transmit nationality to a child, 
although the majority of the American 
Republics give this right to the mother. 
On various minor points, also, the United 


States nationality law still retains a num- 


ber of ancient discriminations against 
women. 


“TIT, The passage of the equal nation- 


ality bill (H. R. 3673) would bring 
the United States law on nation- 
ality into harmony with the de- 
clared policy of the Government 
upon this subject. 

“The enactment into law of the Equal 
Nationality bill, H. R. 3673, would remove 
all of the discriminations against women 
in nationality and would place men and 
women on a basis of complete equality in 
this field. Not only would the passage 
of this measure be a long-delayed act of 
justice, but it would bring the United 
States law on nationality into harmony 
with the principles which the Government 
has repeatedly proclaimed at home and 
abroad. 

“IV. The passage of the Equal Nation- — 
ality bill is an emergency matter 
in view of the Conference of Amer- 
ican Republics at Monteviedeo in 
December when the nationality 
question will be under considera- 
tion and the United States dele- 
tion called upon to take a stand 
upon the subject. 

“The question of the nationality of 
women is upon the agenda of the Con- 
ference of American Republics to be held 
at Montevideo in December, 1933, and the 
United States delegation to this confer- 
ence will be called upon to take a stand 
upon the nationality question. It is im- 
portant 'therefore that the United States 
nationality law be equalized between men 
and women during the present session of 
Congress. Otherwise the United States 
will be in the position at the Montevideo 
Conference of advocating abroad ‘a more 
liberal policy than it has put into prac- 
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tice at home or else of repudiating the 
equality policy endorsed in recent years 
by the President, by the Secretary of 
State and by Congress. The passage of 
the Equal Nationality Bill, H. R. 3673, 
making the nationality law of the United 
States equal between men and women, is 
therefore an emergency matter which 
should receive the immediate attention of 
Congress.” 

In addition to this appeal sent to every 
member of the Steering Committee, Bur- 
nita Shelton Matthews, member of the 
National Council of the Woman’s Party, 
appeared personally before the Steering 
Committee at its meeting last week to 
urge action upon the nationality bill dur- 
ing the present session. She was intro- 
duced to the Steering Committee by Rep- 
resentative Samuel Dickstein of New 
York, who introduced the bill in the 
Hoyse. Mr. Dickstein and Mrs. Matthews 
explained the bill in detail to the Steer- 
ing Committee and argued the need for 


action during the present session. The 


Steering Committee has taken no action 
upon the subject as yet. 


The members of the Steering Commit- 
tee are: | 

Speaker, Joseph W. Byrns (Tenn.), 
Democrat; Clarence F.. Lea (Cal.), Demo- 
crat, ex-officio members. 


District No. 1—New England States, 
Hon. William P. Connery (Mass.), Demo- 
crat. 


District No. 2—New York, Hon. John 
J. Boylan (New York City), Democrat. 


District No. 3—Pennsylvania, New Jer- 
sey and Delaware, Hon. Harry L. Haines 
(Pa.), Democrat. 


District No. 4—Virginia, 
North Carolina, Hon. P. H. Drewry 
(Va.), Democrat. 

District No. 5—Georgia, South Caro- 
lina, Florida, Hon. E. E. Cox (Ga.), 
Democrat. 

District No. 6—Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Hon. Lister Hill (Ala.), Dem- 
ocrat. 
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District No. ?—Kentucky, Arkansas, 


Tennessee, Hon. William V. Gregory 


(Ky.), Democrat. 

District No. 8—Ohio, West Virginia, 
Hon. Robert Crosser (Ohio), Democrat. 

District No. 9—Indiana, Michigan, 
Hon. William H. Larrabee (Ind.), Demo- 
crat. | 

District No. 10—TIllinois, Wisconsin, 
Hon. Adolph J. Sabath (Ill.), Democrat. 

District No. 11—Missouri, Iowa, Minne- 
sota, Hon. Ralph F. Lozier (Mo.), Demo- 
crat, 
District No. 12—Okahoma, South Dako. | 
ta, North Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Hon. William H. Hastings (Okla.), Dem. 
ocrat. 

District No. 13—Texas, Hon. Sam Ray- 
burn (Texas), Democrat. 

District No, 14— Colorado, Montana, 
Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, Nebraska, Hon. 
EK. T. Taylor (Col.), Democrat. 

District No. 15—Washington, Califor- 
nia, Oregon, Hon. Sam B. Hill (Wash. ), 
Democrat. 


Mrs. Hilles Addresses P hiladelphia Meeting 


cinating little device used by the 
screen travel-talker. 

Years ago, travelers and lecturers had 
to be content with the primitive school- 
room pointer to outline their itineraries 
on maps. In movie houses today, at the 
exact moment that the globe-trotter an- 
nounces his jumping-off place, a little red 
dot appears on the map and with light- 
ning-like rapidity wriggles itself from 
point to point, like Omar’s “moving 
finger,” giving you at once a vivid, red 
birdseye view of the entire extent of the 
tour. 

If you have studied physiology there 


MI OVIE fans are familiar with a fas- 


will be seen perhaps a resemblance be- 


tween this mechanical device and that of 
the human heart pumping red blood into 
the arteries. Such a heart, or pumping, 
or power, station was the meeting pre- 
sided over by Sara B. Cummings, chair- 
man of the newly reorganized Philadel- 
phia Braneh of the National Woman’s 
Party, last Friday night at Pierre’s Res- 
taurant, on Sixty-ninth Street, at the 
terminus of the Elevated Line in Philadel- 
phia. 


The dinner guests had hardly had time 


to push back their chairs in anticipation 
of the feast of reason that was to follow 
an excellently prepared and served dinner 
—the speakers were two of the best in 
the ranks of the National Woman’s Party, 
Florence Bayard Hilles, Chairman of the 
National Council and Ruth Taunton of 
Alice Paul’s staff in Washington—when 
they learned that a red line was about to 


push its way from Philadelphia three- 


quarters of the way to the northern 
boundary of the State to Scranton, the 


By Emilie A. Doetsch 


home of Patrick J. Boland, Pennsylvania’s 
Representative in Congress from _ the 
Lackawanna District. 

When it comes to Equal Rights, there 
is a tremendous literalness about these 
Philadelphia women. Having been told 
by Mrs. Cummings, Mrs. Hilles and Miss 
Taunton, that the passage of the Equal 
Nationality bill lay in the hands of the 


women themselves, if they would only 


bestir themselves to show the powers-that- 
be that they meant to secure its passage; 
and that there was no way of making the 
members of the Committee understand 
this but by having their constituents de- 
luge them with letters and telegrams, the 
Philadelphians took the most direct way 
to accomplish that end. ; 


T was announced at the dinner that Ara- 
bel W. Clark, legislative chairman of 
the Pennsylvania State Teachers’ League, 
and Lois Buenscehli, both loyal supporters 


of. Mrs. Cummings in her effort to make 


Pennsylvania the “keystone” of the arch 
for Equal Rights, would start out in a 
machine the following Sunday morning, 
for Scranton. There they would inter- 
view their friends, tell them of the splen- 
did possibility that H. R. 3673 might be- 
come law at this session, and urge them 
to do all in their power to win over Mr. 
Boland to its support. 

This is to be only a beginning. Many 
other red lines weaving themselves shuttle- 
like over the hills, valleys, rivers and 
mountains of Pennsylvania are contem- 
plated for the summer. A quickening of 
new life that will bring the dawn of long- 


deferred justice not only to the women 
of Pennsylvania but throughout the na- 
tion is already being felt. 

The meeting at Pierre’s was well at- 
tended, Besides those who were present 
at the organization meeting held recently 
at the College Club in Philadelphia, there 
were many new faces. A third meeting, 
combined with a luncheon, is scheduled 
for Saturday, June 17, 12.30 P. M., Day- 
light Saving Time, in Marie’s Dining 
Rooms, 2105 Walnut Street, Philadelphia. 
The invitation to attend is open not only 
to Philadelphians but also to other inter- 
ested women who may be in or near Phila- 
delphia on that day. Reservations at 65 
cents apiece should be sent to Mrs. J. 
Franklin Cummings, 1716 West Erie Ave- 
nue, Philadelphia. 

Mrs. Hilles, who was the main speaker 
at the dinner Saturday, laid the chief 
responsibility for the fact that there are 
discriminations against women in the 
laws and customs where it belongs—at 
the door of the women themselves. 

From her own experience, she gave sev- 
eral instances where merely calling atten- 
tion to the existence of a discrimination 


resulted in its removal. Once, she related, 
when she had been asked to go out to 


Oklahoma to raise some money for devas- 
tated France, the ticket agent asked her 
whether she would like an accident policy. 
She took out the policy and found to her | 
amazement that the benefits under the 
policy were far inferior to those to which 
she would have been entitled had she been 
aman. However, when she wrote to the 
company for an explanation, she learned 
that the company had decided on a change 
of practice*under which insurance bene- 
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fits under identical policies would confer 
like benefits on men and women. 

At another time, on arriving in New 
Orleans, she learned that a proposed 
eight-hour law for women had been intro- 
duced into the legislature. 


“There were 600 business and profes- 
sional women in New Orleans and I did 
not hear of a single one,” Mrs. Hilles de- 
clared, “who was concerned about that 
law. 


“T lost no time in writing to the editors 
of the papers. The public stenographer 
whom I asked to write my letter com- 
plained, ‘Dearie, I have an awful head- 
ache,’ but she wrote it, nevertheless. And 
in a few days my letter appeared in the 
papers, and a few days after that the law 
was defeated.” 


NSISTING that “women themselves 
must work” if they want an even break 
with men in the laws and customs, Mrs. 
Hilles said that in a recent conversation 
with a lawyer who was a leader of the bar 
in her own State of Delaware on the sub- 
ject of a discriminatory law, this man had 
said that he would “like to speak to this 
law,” having been much impressed with 
its unfairness. Mrs. Hilles said this man 


had been instrumental in having this law. 


passed but, in spite of his training and 


recognized ability, it had never occurred » 


to him before as a lawyer that he had 
helped to perpetrate an injustice. She 
continued : 


_ “While there are discriminations against 
women in 48 States, it seems to be that 
married teachers are always picked out 
_ for restrictive legislation. Those who are 
trying to get the jobs away from them 
fail to recognize that married women need 
money as well as anyone else. A married 
teacher may have a mother, or sister, or 
someone else to take care of. On the 
other hand, a married man may have three 
sons working. Often a married woman 
in her own home works all hours of the 
day and night and yet, when she goes out 
to work and is paid, the social workers 
gather round and object. The Consumers’ 
League is one of our chief opponents in 
this regard. I was with them in the be- 
ginning, but later I saw that such special 
legislation was wrong, and I told them so. 


“The American Federation of Labor 
always goes on record for protective—we 
call it ‘restrictive-—legislation, because it 
works to the disadvantage of women. It 
is always with the social workers. Let 
me read you a statement of Mrs. Clara S. 
Scott, member of Typographical Union 
No. 6: 


“‘The need of the woman worker and 
the solution of her problem is what it 
always has been since the time of our 
grandmothers when teaching was the only 
respectable work open to the daughters 
of the family; her need harks back to that 


time when she was not permitted to study 
law or medicine; her need is now as then; 
Equal Opportunity! Open all occupations 
to her, make it possible to train girls as 
apprentices as well as boys; handicap her 
by no legislation that doesn’t apply 
equally to men, In short, give the woman 
in industry a square deal, unhampered 
by sentimentality—there is no other solu- 
tion.’ 


“That,” Mrs. Hilles resumed, ig wo in 


_ industry and that is so everywhere else, 


because it is the great law of justice. I 
well remember when I married there was 
a ridiculous law that the man had to ask 
a friend to go on his bond for $100 to 
keep his wife out of the poorhouse for a 
year. My husband was a successful law- 
yer, so there was no chance of my going 
to the poorhouse, and of course everybody 
laughed at the law, and I laughed, too. 
But deep down in my heart I resented it. 
Here was a perfectly strange person giv- 
ing his bond to keep me out of the poor- 
house, but I knew that I would have gone 
out and broken stones on the road before 
I should have allowed that man or any 
other stranger to nave provided for my 
upkeep. 

“The history of the common law is the 
history of master and slave. Woman was 


at one time in the slave class, but today | 


there is no reason to regard her as a weak- 
ling or inferior. She has earned her com- 
plete emancipation !” 


UTH TAUNTON, whose lively sense of 
humor comes to her rescue when the 
results of a day’s intensive lobbying total 
five elevator boys “converted,” but “not 
a dent made on a Congressman,” told of 
two-fold activities that are carried on by 
members of National Headquarters staff. 
One set is focused “on the hill,” that is, 
on Congress, and the other on the Legisla- 
tures of the several States. 


Miss Taunton stated that in looking 


over a long list of laws that had been 


equalized she had discovered that organi- 
zations other than the National Woman’s 
Party very seldom took the initiative in 
introducing bills. The usual course was 
that the National Woman’s Party intro- 
duced them and other organizations 
backed them up. 


“Lately,” she continued, “we have been 
working very hard on equality in nation- 
ality. Why this rather than any other? 
First of all, we do not have complete 
equality in the United States. And then 
women also got the worst of it in The 


Hague Convention, where a world code of 


law containing discriminations against 
women was proposed. Alice Paul and 
Doris Stevens saw that something would 
have to be done to prevent this inequality 
from becoming a part of the world code, 
and because of their efforts our delegates 
refused to sign, and the Secretary of State 
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sent two messages to Geneva regretting 
that the United States could not sign. 

“Now we are going to be asked to send 
delegates to Montevideo to pass on an 
equal nationality code for all the Amer- 
icas. And if the United States sends 
delegates to Montevideo, it will be em- 
barrassing for these delegates to urge 
equality in nationality if we do not have 
it ourselves. It is necessary that we 
should first have a bill for equality passed 
in our own Congress. 

“Such a bill would give women the > 


Same right as mento transmit nationality. 


A Chinaman who has become an American 
can bring in his foreign-born children into 
this country as American citizens, but if 
I should come into the United States with 
a white baby in my arms which had been 
born in a foreign country, that child 
would not be regarded as an American 
child, but as a foreigner.” 

There was more than a touch of sarcasm 
as Miss Taunton added: “Some of our 
courts have decided that a mother is not 
a parent, that she must have been some 
where else when the child was born, or 
else the mother’s connection with the 
event is so vague that little or no recog- 
nition need be taken of it by the law.” 


OLLOWING the speeches, Mrs. Cum- 
mings announced that permission had 
been asked to circulate a petition in which 
Governor Pinchot of Pennsylvania is 
asked to appoint Felice Darkow as muni- 
cipal judge for Philadelphia. Practically 
everyone present signed the petition. 
Speaking of Miss Darkow’s qualifications, 
the petition stated: 

“Her abilities are so marked that there 
is not another attorney who could fill the 
position:so admirably. It is a fact that 
such a position needs a woman, especially 
one practiced in the fields of endeavor 


_ which have engaged Miss Darkow’s ener- 


gies for the past ten years. Her academic 
and legal records can stand with the best, 
and we feel that her appointment izaame 
be a credit to the bench.” _ 

Mrs. Cummings, in closing the meeting, 
announced that, as the Maryland Branch 
of the National Woman’s Party has taken 
a leading place in organization work, it 
would be the object of the reorganized 
Pennsylvania Branch to “beat Maryland.” 
The Pennsylvania slogan, she said, is: 
“Every woman in Pennsylvania who be- 
lieves in Equal Rights should be a member 
of the Woman’s Party!” 

With the point in view of increasing the 
membership, the Pennsylvania Branch 
plans to carry on intensive work during 
the summer. Efforts are being made to 
raise a campaign fund of five hundred 
dollars and several teachers have volun- 
teered to give their services during the 
vacation season toward educating their 
State and their Congressmen in the prin- 
ciples of Equal Rights. 
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Equal Rights 


Shall the Name the Woman’s Party Changed 


but one clear-cut reaction to the name 

of our organization, and that is in- 
stinctive antagonism. For to the general 
public, and by that I mean all the millions 
of people outside the membership of the 
National Woman’s Party and those per- 
sons directly contacted by them, our pres- 
ent name connotes a group of women who 
are anxious to reverse the traditional posi- 
tions of the sexes. Everyone but our- 
selves and those comparative few whom 
we have educated assumes that the object 
of the National Woman’s Party is to ob- 
tain preferment, advantages and glory for 
women at the expense of men, or at least 
without any regard to the just claims and 
capabilities of men. They assume that 
we are out to achieve the dominance of 
woman while relegating man to woman’s 
erstwhile yoke of subjection. Naturally, 
men resent it and women fear it. 

Now, unless I have profoundly mis- 
understood the spirit and purpose of the 
National Woman’s Party all these years, 
such a goal, far from being desirable, is 
actually abhorrent to the organization. 
As far as I know, our aim is just the oppo- 
site of this mistaken assumption; it is an 
utter lack of discrimination in any field 
on account of sex; and a deep resentment 
of any injustice based arbitrarily on sex. 


| N a long period of years I have met with 


In fact, personally I think there is noth- 


ing more foolish than for a member of 
either sex to attempt to establish or main- 
tain the dominance of his or her sex alone. 

Now, assuming that I am correct in my 
understanding of the spirit and object of 


our organization, Our present name seems 


to me to have two major drawbacks, 1, 
that it is negative in that it lacks any 
educational or propaganda value; and 2, 
that it is actually injurious since it 
creates a false, and very unpopular im- 
pression of our purpose. I should like to 
have it understood that my idea regard- 
ing the hostility which our name provokes 
is not a trivial or a hasty one. I have 
found through my own experience and 
that of others that practically no one, 
except the comparatively few initiates, 
has the remotest idea of what the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party stands for, and this 
of course is due to the total lack of ex- 
pressiveness of its name; I have found 
that most people do not even know that 


there is a National Woman’s Party, and 


I think this is due to the fact that, in 
spite of varying amounts of publicity 
from time to time, the name does not tie 
in with any one specific, easily compre- 


hendable idea and therefore does not 


through association of ideas stamp itself 
on the public mind; and I have found that 
when the name is mentioned it is most 
likely to arouse hostility. Sometimes you 
get a chance to explain away this general 
hostility, more often you don’t. But even 
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in those cases where you are lucky enough 
to be able to set to work clearing up the 
fog which surrounds our name, all of the 
opportunity is gone before you can get 
to the heart of the matter which is to 
present our side of the case for Equal 
Rights or any subdivision of the work we 
are doing. 


OW, it is actually a fact that most 
people think that women have Equal 
Rights. They assume that when we re- 


- ceived the vote we automatically became 


fully-righted citizens. It may astonish 


you to know that many lawyers believe 


this. A very prominent New York lawyer 
recently debated this issue with me, He 
was quite honestly surprised to find out 
that women did not legally possess Equal 
Rights with men. He was surprised at 
what I said but I was not surprised at 
what he said. For to me, and no doubt 
to you, he was simply typical of persons 
outside the movement. And as you also 
know, no doubt, when the Woman’s Party 
has been mentioned, the typical question is 
“What does the Woman’s Party stand for?” 

Therefore, I think that some name with 
“Equal Rights” in it is vital to beat suc- 
cess of the movement. 

I doubt whether the title which appears 
in the program, the “American Equal 
Rights Association” is a good one. Our 
struggle is concerned entirely with legal, 
economic and other inequalities based 
arbitrarily on sex. Since we have racial 
inequalities also in this country, such a 
name as American Equal Rights Associa- 
tion could well signify efforts to eliminate 
discriminations against negroes. 
this is not our cause, I consider such a 
title apt to be misleading. Therefore I 
think it will be necessary perhaps to in- 
clude the word women as well as Equal 
Rights in the title. I have no brief for 
any name in particular, but suggest as a 


sample the Equal Rights for Women; 


League, or even Party if you will. I have 
always believed that the word Party in 
our title was a particular misnomer, since 
we do not operate in the generally ac- 
cepted sense of a political party by plac- 
ing candidates for office in the field. How- 
ever, I believe very strongly that in order 
to achieve success we must again, as was 
done in the suffrage days, concentrate in- 
tensely on political action in each elec- 
tion. Each one of us must be advised on 
how candidates stand regarding our aims, 
and regardless of other affiliations, we 
must vote for or against them in accord- 
ance with their Equal Rights proclivities. 
So, if we really go ahead and make our- 


Since 


selves a force politically, whether we put 
candidates of our own in the field, or not, 
I think in that case the word Party would 
be a definite asset. But incidentally, do 
let’s live up to it, 

Suppose we took the name “Equal — 
Rights for Women Party,” what would be 
the advantages? Well, it would imme- 
diately provoke the familiar misconcep- 
tion, “Haven’t women Equal Rights now?” 
and give us a chance to tell our story. 
We could start right in explaining or 
arguing at the heart of things, instead of 
beginning beyond the ether belt in that 
far-off vacuum of female dominance in 
which we are not interested. It would be 
invaluable from the point of view of edu- 
cating the public, and this, it seems to me, 
is our essential basic step in reaching our 
goal. For while legislators may by hard 
work be made acquainted with the ob- 
jects of the National Woman’s Party, the 
legislators won’t vote for what we want 
until they think their dear public wants 


them to, So while we may educate men 


and women to educate the legislators we'll 
have to know that the public is educated 
before we can expect the legislators to act. 
With such an explanatory name we could 
easily use as a secondary slogan, the 
words “Finish the Job—No Discrimina- 
tion Based on Sex,” thus giving tremend- 
ous impetus to a campaign to make people 


- conscious that the vote gave women only 


the vote and that the Equal Rights 
Amendment will sweep up all the other 
odd and ends of inequalities. — 

In addition it seems to me that such a 
forthright name would be a help in ob- 
taining publicity. Many writers, editors 
and newspaper offices who are fairminded 
or eapable of being so, but whose attitude 
is one of total indifference toward a Wom. 
an’s Party which concerns itself seem- 
ingly with striking out now and then for 
or against some particular piece of legis- 
lation, would find themselves actively 
lined up for or at least concerned with a 
definite Equal Rights organization whose 
work for a national amendment as well 
as smaller details would then take on 
significance as well as coherence and logic. 
Many such persons are potential equal 
rightsers but our present name is so mis- 
leading that they have no clear idea of 
what we are about. Now I hope that no 
one here will come back at me with 
“What’s in a name? A rose by any other 
name would smell as sweet,” or any other 
such sentiment, because the kind of tag 


you have when you are being classified in 


the public mind is obviously of first im- 
portance. The power of suggestion is too 
well known to require any discussion here. 
How weak and useless such a label as the 
Women’s Association would have been in 
place of “The Woman’s Association Op- 
posed to the Prohibition Amendment!” 
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June 10, 1933 


And while we are on the subject of the 
potency of words, may I take up with you 
for just a moment, two other words which 
seem always to do us and our movement 
much damage. They are the words femi- 
nism and feminist. I dislike them in- 
tensely because despite their correct dic- 
tionary explanation, like our own name, 
they are invariably interpreted to mean 
that feminism stands for the dominance 
of females, and that a feminist is a thor- 
oughly unpleasant, raucous creature, who 
hates men and whose only interest is to 
grab everything in sight for women. Could 
we not take the lead in bringing about a 
most valuable era of good feeling by intro: 
ducing and stressing the use of two sub- 
stitutes for these words which would more 
nearly express our aim to advance the 
right-calibre person or thing regardless of 
sex. I have raked my brain for such sub- 
stitutes and all that I can find at present 
is “personist” and “personism” to express 
our outlook. I offer them to you with the 
hope that you will think over this matter 
and make suggestions. In any case, these 
words I have suggested would entirely do 
away with the odium attaching to femi- 
nism and feminist. No man nor woman 
need be backward about calling them- 
selves a personist, because this is in line 
with the most strongly intrenched Ameri- 
can tradition we have—that of recogniz- 
ing and appreciating the merit of the indi- 
vidual. 


To get back to the proposed change of | 


our own name. Before coming here I 
have been made acquainted with the very 
bitter opposition which exists to any 
change. This opposition is entertained by 
_workers who have been associated a long 
time with the National Woman’s Party, 
women who have made history in this 
organization and members of the National] 
Council. I think I understand their view- 
point and am very sympathetic to it. They 
contend, naturally, that a tradition has 
been built up around the name, National 
Woman’s Party, through years of hard 
work, and that it would be folly to throw 
away this accumulation of interest, and 
knowledge and significance. They feel 
very badly at the thought of separation, 
or abandonment of a term which has be- 
come a part of their lives and very dear 
to them. But they claim that their oppo- 
sition is not due entirely to sentiment. 
They point out that some literature about 
the National Woman’s Party has become 
established, such as Doris Steven’s “Jailed 
for Freedom,” and that we would be 
breaking away from that. They say they 
could not go to legislators and say that 
they were now working for a different or- 
ganization. They say that to the news- 
paper offices the words, National Woman’s 
Party are synonymous with Equal Rights, 


and therefore we could not get a greater 


welcome if we changed our name. I have 
been told that a more educational name 
might, indeed, be an advantage but that 


it would be madness to change in the 


midst of a campaign. And I have even 
had it pointed out to me that it is incon- 
sistent of me to wish to change our or- 
ganization’s name when in my personal 
life I stand for the principle of keeping 
my own name. And furthermore I have 
been told that to change our name now 
would give the impression to the world 
that we had failed, that we were being 
defeated. | 


DO not find that on being analyzed, 

any of these arguments hold up. 
There is utterly no need to throw away 
what prestige or influence has been built 
up by the organization, for if we took an 
Equal Rights name, on every story that 
goes out and every bit of stationery we 
should, of course, state conspicuously, 
formerly the National Woman’s Party. 
And this would hold good for our con- 
tacts with legislators and others. Of 
course we would not approach people as 
though we belonged to a different organ- 
ization. In the first place it is to be 
hoped that the very change of name would 
give us a peg on which to hang reams of 
nation-wide publicity stating as the rea- 
son of the change our desire to make our 
object clearer, and what that object is. 
I do not believe that any of the literature 
already in existence about us would be 
lost to us because of the change. Nor could 
there be any suspicion of defeat or failure 
if we sounded in all information given out 
about the change of name a clear note of 
pressing on to final victory. As far as 
newspaper and magazine co-operation is 
concerned, I think you will agree that our 
status could only be improved by a change 
of name. For it is not entirely fair to 


claim that all magazine and newspaper 


people are thoroughly familiar with the 
National Woman’s Party and to them its 
name is synonymous with Equal Rights, 
because as we all know, the personnel of 
publications is constantly changing and 
each season sees a certain number of 


young newcomers who have practically 


everything to learn. But if we assume for 
the moment that it is literally true that 
“in newspaper parlance” the National 
Woman’s Party is practically correlative 
to Equal Rights, why then should we not 
by a forthright change of name make such 
a correlation general in the mind of the 
public, so that people everywhere may be 
at least as well informed as the press con- 
cerning the aims. For here again I must 
say that neither press nor legislators are 
going to make our dream of Equal Rights 
come true until they feel that there is a 
great public demand for it. And we will 
never get that public aroused until we 
come out from behind a vague, misleading 
title, stir them up by setting our aims 
clearly before them, and give them a defi- 
nitely clear, easily understandable, and 
easily rememberable tag to which to tie 
their sympathies, aspirations and enthusi- 
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asm. This we must have for the passage 


of a national amendment. As to the in- 
consistency with which I personally have 
been charged, it doesn’t exist. I have 
never objected to any person or organiza- 
tion making a deliberate change of name 
from choice. In fact I advocate it where 
a person or organization has some good 
reason for it. What I object to is the 
custom of a woman’s changing her name 
arbitrarily on marriage just because she 
is a woman, and as a symbol of her merg- 
ing her identity in that of her husband. 
Now about changing our name in the 
midst of a campaign, it seems to me that 
we are no more in the midst, so to speak, 
that we have been for a number of years; 
on the contrary it seems to me rather that 
we are reaching a spot where we feel we 
ought to align our people and our powers 
anew for a great, concentrated and we 


hope final campaign to reach our goal. 


But if we were actually in the midst of a 
very impressive campaign and could see 
that our position would be vastly bene- 
fited by quickly switching to a designation 
which would bring the campaign to a 


successful conclusion so much sooner, why 


not switch? That is what our wits and 
sinews were given us for. Not to stand 
tied by precedent—precedent is the very 


thing we are fighting against—but to 
move on if advisable. 


And advisable is the word. I feel very 


deeply the same sentiments of loyalty and 
devotion to the National Woman’s Party 
that the opposition feels. My respect and 
gratitude for its achievements are second 
to none. But I think that the time has 
come when all of us must ask, What are 
the gains to be accomplished by a change 
of name? What are the losses? And if 
the gains far outweight the losses, as I 
believe they do, all such feeling and senti- 
ment, historical as well as personal, 


should be sternly put aside in order to 
sweep on to victory. If we can hope to | 
reach our goal in much shorter time by 


taking this new road then this is the road 
we must take. 


I have been told that it is improper for 
us to attempt to make any decision on this 
matter here. It is, I understand, the 
province of the National Council of our 


organization to decide this. In which case, 


and since I understand and sympathize 
very deeply with the adverse feeling of 
some of the members of the National Coun- 
cil, I offer to them and to you the com- 
promise possibility of such a name as The 
National Woman’s Party for Equal 
Rights. If may be a bit unwieldy. It may 
not express exactly what we mean, but 
should an entire change of name be un- 
acceptable, this would, nevertheless, I 
think, be a decided improvement. In clos- 
ing, I urge you to give the implications 


of this matter your best and most earnest 


thought and to make your wishes known 
to the National Council. 
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Resolutions Adopted by the Conference 


Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 
tional Woman’s Party Workers held at 
the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., May 
27-28, call on the Sub-Committee of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee to report 
favorably the Equal Rights Amendment. 

Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 
tional Woman’s Party Workers held at 
the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., May 
27-28, call on the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee to support the proposal 
of Senator Gerald P. Nye, of North Da- 
kota, to the effect that in the event the 
United States adheres to the statute of 
the World Court it shall make the follow- 
ing reservation: 

“That the Code of Law to be adminis- 
tered by the World Court shall not con- 
tain inequalities based on sex.” 

Wuereas there exists at this time great 
unemployment among both men and wom- 
en; and 

Wuereas the United States Govern- 
ment is fostering a reforestation plan 
giving employment to men out of work; 
and 

Wueresas the Government has not 
evolved any plan for giving employment 
to women out of work; now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 
tional Woman’s Party Workers held at the 
Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., May 27- 
28, 19338, go on record in favor of a Gov- 
ernment plant to create employment for 
unemployed women; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be sent to the President of the United 
States, the Secretary of Labor and the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 


Wuereas in the economic crisis now 
existing a grave need has arisen for 
greater solidarity among women in order 
to secure and to retain employment for 
women, and to prevent the practice of dis- 
criminations against women workers on 
account of sex or marriage; now, there- 
fore, be it 


Resolved, That the Conference of Wom- 
an’s Party Workers held at the Dodge 
Hotel, Washington, D. C., May 27-28, 
1933, urge continuous and persistent 
organization in the Woman’s Party in 
order to make more effective the opposi- 
tion to all efforts to deprive women of 
that pursuit of labor which is essential 
to life, liberty and the pursuit of er 
ness. 


Wuereas the press of today ition that 
Congress will probably. recess by June 
10th; and 


WHEREAS. the Nationality Bill (H. R. 
3673) to give to women citizens the same 
right now possessed by men citizens to 
transmit United States citizenship to 
their minor children born abroad has 
been favorably reported by the House Im- 
migration Committee; now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 
tional Woman’s Party Workers held at 
the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., May 
27-28, 1933, call on members of the House 
Steering Committee to give facilities for 


the gence of the Nationality Bill (H. R. 
3673). 


Be It Resolved, That the Conference of 


National Woman’s Party Workers held 


at the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., 


Equal Rights 


May 27-28, call. on the Woman’s Party 
Branches to concentrate on securing the 
active support of the Steering Committee 
members for their respective States for | 
the passage of the Nationality Bill. 
Resolved, That this Conference express 
its gratitude and deep sense of appre- 
ciation to Edith Houghton Hooker, State 
Chairman of Maryland and National 
Chairman of Organization, for bringing 


this Conference into existence, affording 


an invaluable exchange of opinion be- 
tween members from all over the country, 
strengthening the organization of the. 
Party, and giving an impetus to the move- 
ment for Equal Rights; and be it further 

Resolved, That we also express our 
thanks and appreciation to Florence Bay- 
ard Hilles, National Chairman; Sara B. 
Cummings, State Chairman of Pennsyl- 


-vania; and Maude Hudson, State Chair- 


man of Virginia; for their splendid co- 
operation in miaking this Conference a 
success. 

Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 
tional Woman’ s Party Workers held at 
the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., on 
May 27-28, 1933, express its appreciation 
to the Dodge Hotel for the courtesies 
shown by the Hotel to the Conference. 

Resolved Further, That a copy of this 
resolution be sent to the Dodge Hotel by 
the chairman of the conference. 

Resolved, That the Conference of Na- 


tional Woman’s Party Workers held at 


the Dodge Hotel, Washington, D. C., on 
May 27-18, 1933, express its thanks to the 
Committee on Arrangements for this Con- 


_ ference, and especially to Mrs. Greathouse, 


Mrs. Avery and Miss Doetsch. 


News from the Field 


National Council to Meet 
MEETING of the National Council 
of the National Woman’s Party will 

be held at Alva Belmont House on Thurs- 
day, June 15, at 5 P. M. Members of the 
Council are requested to make reserva- 
tions in advance with Ruth Taunton for 
the Council supper, which will be held in 
the Garden of Alva Belmont House. 


Hold Annual Supper Meeting 

HE Business and Professional Coun- 

cil of the Maryland Branch, National 
Woman’s Party, held a supper meeting at 
the home of Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Hook- 
er in Roland Park, Maryland, on June 6. 
Ida I. Kloze, president of the Council, 
presided over the meeting. Judge Albert 
S. J. Owens was the principal speaker. 
About seventy-five members of the Coun- 
cil were in attendance. 


Benefit Card Party Arranged 

CARD party for the joint benefit of 

the Maryland State Branch of the 
National Woman’s Party and the Balti- 
more City Branch will be held at the resi- 
dence of Dr. and Mrs. Donald R. Hooker, 
1016 St. George’s Road, Roland Park, 
Maryland, on Monday, June 19, at 2 P. M. 


Tickets at 50 cents each may be secured 
from Mollye H. Rollman, chairman, 2802 
Southern avenue (Phone, Hamilton 
0877-J). 


California Women Endorse Amendment 
‘T°HE annual conventions of the Los 

Angeles, California, and the Coast 
District Business and Professional Wom- 
en’s Clubs, held in April, unanimously en- 
dorsed the following resolutions and 
mailed copies to their representatives in 
Congress: 

The Equal Rights Amendment now 
before Congress: “Men and women shall 
have Equal Rights throughout the United 
States and every place subject to its jur- 
isdiction ;” 


That if the United States joins the | 


World Court, the law to be administered 
shall contain no inequalities based on sex; 

That the Copeland-Dickstein National- 
ity Bill to remove all remaining discrimi- 
nations against women in our nationality 
laws be passed. 

On April 3, 1933, the Santa Paula Busi- 
ness and Professional Women’s Club 
passed a resolution in favor of the Equal 
Rights Amendment. 

On May. 21 the Caifornia Federation of 


Business and Professional Women’s Clubs 
adopted: three resolutions submitted by 
its Legislative Council: 1. In favor of the 
Equal Rights Amendment. 2. In favor of 
the equality reservation to the World 
Court. 3. In favor of the Copeland-Dick- 
stein nationality bill. 


Minimum Wage Leaflets Ready 

HE Literature Committee announces 

that two new one-page leaflets on re- 
strictive labor legislation are ready. One 
deals with minimum-wage legislation, the 
other with restrictive labor legislation in 
general. They should be very useful in 
combatting the minimum-wage legislation 
for women and children recommended by 
President Roosevelt to the Governors of 
thirteen industrial States, and also in op- 
posing special restrictions for women in 
national labor legislation. These leaflets 


are on sale at National Headquarters for 
25 cents a hundred. 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 
PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 


600 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 
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